i PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF THE

~ BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS INC.

. BEFORE THE TENNESSEE REGULATORY AUTHORITY g

| NASHVILLE TENNESSEE
k August 29, 2002 '
. INRE: )
o r, )  DOCKET NO. 02-00694
 INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT BETWEEN ) e o
)
)

g5 AND MCT WORLDCOM NETWORK SERVICES

_ ORDER APPROVING INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT o

r» ThlS matter came before Chalrman Sara Kyle, Drrector Deborah Taylor Tate, an d,

L kD1rector Pat Mlller Of the Tennessee Regulatory Authonty (the “Authonty”), the votlng panel v

: V'_ass1gned to th1s docket ata regularly scheduled Authonty Conference held on August 5, 2002 to S

- , cons1der, pursuant to 47 US.C. § 252 the Petltlon for approval of the cross connect agreementf fﬁf gy

| i :negotrated between BellSouth Telecommumcatlons, Inc and MCI WorldCom Network Serwces o iy

Based upon the review of the agreement the record m this matter, and the standards for : F

. "rewew set forth in 47 U. S.C. 8§ 252 the D1rectors unammously granted the agreement and made M

the followmg findings and conclusions:

Do 65'-4-‘104.

D The Authorlty has Junsdlctlon over pubhc ut111t1es pursuant to Tenn. Code Ann , [V B o
- 2) | : The agreement is 1n the pubhc 1nterest as 1t provrdes consumers w1th alternatlvef - :

A sources of telecom umcatlons services “within the BellSouth Telecommumcanons, Inc servrce’,’ e

area. - .




-3) The agreement is not discriminatory to telecommunications service providers
: that are not partles thereto

,4) v 47 US.C. § 252(e)(2)(A) prov1des that a state commission may reject a'k

S5 negotlated agreement only 1f it “dlscrrmmates against a telecommumcatlons carrler not a party to CRE

o the agreement” or if the 1mp1ementat10n of the agreement “is not con51stent w1th the pubhc a

i 1nterest convenience or necess1ty e Unhke arbltrated agreements, a state commlssron may not, L

o re]ect a negotlated agreement on the grounds that the agreement fails to meet the requlrements of e

47 U S C §§ 251 or 252(d) Thus, although the Authorlty finds that neither ground for re_]ectron =

. of a negotlated agreement ex1sts, this finding should not be construed to mean that the agreement i
E is conswtent w1th §8§ 251 or 252(d) or, for that matter, prev10us Authonty dec1s1ons

: 5) ‘ No person or entlty has sought to intervene in th1s docket

. | 6) The agreement is reviewable by the Authorrty pursuant to 47 U. S. C § 252 andk - e

s Tenn Code Ann. § 65-4-104.

ITIS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

The Petmon is granted and the Cross connect agreement negotiated between BellSouth ci

‘ Telecommumcatlons, Inc and MCI WorldCom Network Serwces is approved and is subject to " i

the review of the Authonty as provided herem

-~ Sara Kyle, Chairman <

Pat Mlller Director

| USe47USC. § 252(€)@)B)(Supp. 2001).




